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APPLICATION FOR REVIEW 

Mescalero Apache School (Mescalero), pursuant to Sections 1.1 15(a) and 54.719(c) and 

1.1 15(a) ofthe Commission’s Rules, 47 C.F.R. $l.l15(a), 54.719(c), hereby seeks review of an 

order of the Telecommunications Access Policy Division of the Wireline Competition Bureau 

(Bureau), DA 02-3509, released December 23,2002 [hereinafter “Order”].’ The Order denied 

an appeal that Mescalero timely filed on October 30,2002 [hereinafter “Request For Review”I2 

and affirmed the Administrator’s Decision, issued on September 1 1,2002 by the Schools and 

Libraries Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative Company: that rejected 

Mescalero’s September 10,2002 appeal [hereinafter “Request For Administrator Review”I4 of 

’ A copy of the Order (released December 23,2002) is provided in Attachment 1. 
* A  copy of the Request For Review (filed October 30,2002) is provided in Attachment 2. 

‘ A copy ofthe Request For Administrator Review (filed September 10,2002) is provided in Attachment 4. 
A copy ofthe Administrator’s Decision (issued September 11,2002) is provided in Attachment 3. 3 



the Funding Commitment Decision Letter issued by the SLD on July 1, 2002.5 For the reasons 

stated below, the Commission should reverse the Order and grant Mescalero’s Request For 

Administrator Review and Request For Review. 

I. Questions Presented For Review 

The questions presented for review are whether special circumstances justify 

consideration of Mescalero’s appeal of the Funding Commitment Decision Letter and grant of its 

funding request. Consideration of these questions is warranted because the Order contains an 

erroneous finding as to an important or material question of fact and conflicts with case 

precedent and Commission policy. 

11. Special Circumstances Justify Consideration Of Mescalero’s Appeal 

A. Background 

On February 5,2002, the SLD addressed a Receipt Acknowledgment Letter to 

Mescalero to notify it that its FCC Form 471 application (Services Ordered and Certification 

Form), reflecting $289,698 in pre-discount costs for internal connections (impacting 448 

students) for Funding Year 5 (July 1,2002 - June 30,2003) had been received and the data 

entered (Application Number 3 17139). Attachment 3 to Mescalero’s application itemized the 

Dell Computer servers and related software and equipment that were the subject of that 

application. In the Funding Commitment Decision Letter dated July 1,2002, the SLD denied 

Mescalero’s funding request (Funding Request Number 838498) stating, at page 6, that “[tlhe 

service/product requested is not being used in accordance with program rules.”6 

By letter faxed to the SLD on September 10,2002 [hereinafter “Request For 

Administrator Review”], Mescalero appealed the Funding Commitment Decision Letter. 

Mescalero explained that its appeal was being filed outside the 60 day because Mescalero had 

A copy ofthe Funding Commitment Decision Letter (issued July 1,2002) is provided in Attachment 5 .  
Id. 
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been in a transition period during the summer, “moving the entire school district including all K- 

12 schools into a new school facility, and the Funding Commitment Letter had not been read 

until August. Observing that the Funding Commitment Decision Letter was vague as to the 

reasons for denying the funding request, Mescalero showed that the SLD’s Eligible Services List 

for “internal connections” includes servers intended to serve as a conduit for information rather 

an as a source for content. Mescalero listed four eligible server types (Domain Name Server, E- 

mail Server, Terminal Server and Web Server), and stated that “[tlhe servers are and will be high 

speed Conduits for the exchange of educational information between Teachers-Teachers, and 

Teacher-Student and vice versa.” Mescalero also stated, “We never intended to use the servers 

for any other purpose.” 

On September 11, 2002, the Administrator’s Decision rejected the Mescalero’s 

September 10 appeal as untimely filed, and did not address the merits. The Administrator’s 

Decision stated, “[Ilf you wish to continue this process, you may submit a new appeal via the 

United States Postal Service, stating the impediment to your filing your appeal within the 

original time.. ..” It further stated, “The FCC must RECEIVE your appeal WITHIN 60 

DAYS OF THE ABOVE DATE ON THIS LETTER for your appeal to be considered filed 

in a timely fashion.” Administrator’s Decision (emphasis in original). 

Mescalero’s Request For Review was timely filed on October 30,2002, within 60 days 

of the Administrator’s Decision. Mescalero further explained the circumstances surrounding its 

original response to the Funding Commitment Decision Letter. It explained that the entire 

school district had been relocated to a new facility ten miles away, that “[mluch of the mail 

received during that period of time was not delivered to the appropriate offices,” and that the 

Funding Commitment Decision Letter was not read until August 13, the first day of school for 

students whose enrollment had increased by more than 200. Mescalero further stated that 

3 



All staff were working long hours just to get furniture and books in 
appropriate places for all students. We felt we should appeal the 
non-funded decision; and consulted with our service provider for 
advice. Dell has not been responsive to our requests for more 
documentation regarding equipment ordered and the uses for same. 
We do understand that the initial appeal was sent outside the sixty 
day period (12 days over); however, we had been delayed by our 
attempts to obtain (from Dell) information which would make it 
clear that our equipment requests did indeed comply with stated 
guidelines and e-rate funding program intent. 

Request For Review, p. 1. Again observing the vagueness of the Funding Commitment Decision 

Letter, Mescalero made a detailed showing that its funding request for its network infrastructure 

complied with the requirements of the Eligible Services List, including an attachment of its order 

with Dell Computer and explaining how each component satisfied eligibility requirements. 

Mescalero noted that it was aware that the equipment listed in its application “is the same as 

many other schools which did receive e-rate educational use funding” and that “Native American 

students deserve the same advantages afforded to other students in other schools.” Request For 

Review, pp. 2-4. 

The Order affirmed the Administrator’s Decision and denied the Request For Review 

“[blecause the instant Request For Review was not filed within the requisite 60-day period.” 

The Order further held that Mescalero had not shown good cause for waiving the 60-day 

deadline, stating: 

Waiver is appropriate if special circumstances warrant a deviation 
from the general rule, and such deviation would better serve the 
public interest than strict adherence to the general rule. In 
requesting funds from the schools and libraries universal support 
mechanism, the applicant has certain responsibilities. The 
applicant bears the burden of submitting its appeal to SLD within 
the established deadline if the applicant wishes its appeal to be 
considered on the merits. 

The particular facts of this case do not rise to the level of special 
circumstances required for a deviation from the general rule. In 
light of thousands of applications that SLD reviews and processes 
each year, it is administratively necessary to place on the applicant 
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the responsibility of adhering strictly to its filing deadlines. In 
order for the program to work efficiently, the applicant must 
assume responsibility for timely submission of its appeal to SLD if 
it wishes its appeal to be considered on the merits. An applicant 
must take responsibility for the action or inaction of those 
employees, consultants and other representatives to whom it gives 
responsibility for submitting timely appeals of SLD funding 
decisions on its behalf. Here, Mescalero fails to present good 
cause as to why it could not timely file its appeal to SLD. We 
therefore find no basis for waiving the appeal filing deadline. 

Order, pp. 2-3 (footnotes omitted). For the reasons set forth below, the Order should be reversed 

and Mescalero’s Request For Administrator Review and Request For Review granted. 

B. Argument 

As an initial matter, the basis cited in the Order for denying the Request For Review is 

that it “was not filed within the requisite 60-day period.” Order, para. 3. That is incorrect. The 

Request For Review was filed on October 30,2002, well within 60 days after issuance of the 

Administrator’s Decision on September 1 1,2002. 

To the extent the Bureau refused to address the merits of Mescalero’s appeal because 

the Request For Administrator’s Review was filed outside a 60-day deadline, that decision 

should be reversed as well. First, the Bureau here did not reach a reasoned conclusion tied to the 

particular facts and circumstances of the captioned case. The Order does not explain, with any 

particularity, why the disruption caused by the transfer of an entire school district to a new 

location ten miles away, combined with a non-responsive vendor, should not constitute special 

circumstances and “good cause” that permit consideration of the school’s appeal. Rather, the 

Order simply recites, in general terms, the applicant’s responsibilities and the policy of strict 

adherence to deadline rules to reach the conclusion that Mescalero “failed to present good cause 

as to why it could not timely file its appeal to SLD.” Order, para. 5-6. 

Moreover, in other cases involving waivers of deadlines related to universal funding, 

the Bureau has taken into account considerations of hardship, equity, or more effective 
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implementation of overall policy on an individual basis.’ In Buffalo City and Chicago Public 

Schools, the Bureau applied this precept to waive deadlines where the action or inaction of a 

vendor was a factor in not meeting them. In those cases, the Bureau did not hold the applicant 

responsible for the vendor’s action or inaction. Here, the filing of Mescalero’s Request for 

Administrator Review was delayed because its vendor was unresponsive to its request for 

documentation needed to show that it complied with program requirements.’ Mescalero should 

not be punished for its vendor’s inaction any more than applicants in other cases. 

Further, Mescalero and its students will suffer the hardship of not having access to new 

Domain Name, E-mail, Terminal and Web servers if the school’s appeal of the Funding 

Commitment Decision Letter is not considered on the merits and granted. The Commission has 

given special recognition to a policy of promoting Native Americans’ access to 

telecommunications services, a policy that should be afforded even more weight in the context of 

teaching Native American ~choolchildren.~ Granting the waiver and appeal in this case will 

result in a more effective implementation of overall policy on an individual basis. The Order 

therefore should be reversed and Mescalero’s Request For Review and Request For 

Administrator’s Review granted. 

See, e.&, In the Matter of Buffalo City School District, Federal-Slate Joint Board on Universal Service, File No. 
SLD-262700, CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21, Order, DA 02-1464 (Wireline Comp. Bur. Rel. June 21,2002), 
para. 9 (Buffalo Ci~y) ;  In the Matter of Chicago Public Schools, Federal-Slate Joint Board on Universal Service, 
File No. SLD-263338, CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21, Order, DA 02-1975 (Wireline Comp. Bur. Rel. August 9, 
2002), para. 9 (Chicago Public Schools). 

’ See also In the Matter ofMesa Vista ConsolidatedSchools District, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal 
Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, Memorandum Opinion and Order, DA 99-2037 (Com. Car. Bur. rel. September 30, 
1999, para. 8 (delay caused by vendor ceasing business). 
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See In !he Matter of Statement of Policy on Establishing a Government-to-Government Relationship with Indian 9 

Tribes, Policy Statement, FCC 00-207 (rel. June 23, 2000). 
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Respectfully submitted, 
MESCALERO APACHE SCHOOL DISTRICT 

By: 
Richard S. Mvers 
Jay N. Lazrus 
Its Attorneys 

January 22,2003 

Myers Lazrus Technology Law Group 
1220 19'' Street, NW, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20036 

(202) 296-0626 
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Federal Communications Commission DA 02-3509 

Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

In the Matter of 
) 

Request for Review of the 1 

Universal Service Administrator by 1 
1 

Mescalero, New Mexico 1 
1 

Universal Service ) 

National Exchange Carrier Association, Inc. 1 

Decision of the 

Mescalero Apache School 1 FileNo. SLD-317139 

Federal-State Joint Board on ) CC Docket No. 96-45 

Changes to the Board of Directors of the CC Docket No. 97-21 

ORDER 

Adopted: December 20,2002 

By the Telecommunications Access Policy Division, Wireline Competition Bureau: 

Released: December 23,2002 

I .  The Telecommunications Access Policy Division has under consideration a Request 
for Review filed by Mescalero Apache School (Mescalero), Mescalero, New Mexico.’ 
Mescalero seeks review of a decision issued by the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of the 
Universal Service Administrative Company (Administrator), rejecting Mescalero’s appeal on the 
grounds that it was untimely filed.’ For the reasons set forth below, we affirm SLD’s rejection 
and deny Mescalero’s Request for Review. 

2. SLD issued a Funding Commitment Decision Letter on July 1, 2002, denying 
Mescalero’s request for discounted services under the schools and libraries universal service 
support mechani~m.~ Specifically, SLD denied Mescalero’s request for discounts for internal 
connections, Funding Request Number (FRN) 83849K4 On September 10,2002, Mescalero 
filed an appeal of SLD’s dec i~ ion .~  On September 11, 2002, SLD issued an Administrator’s 

’ Letter from Ray Swinney, Mescalero Apache School, to Federal Communications Commission, filed October 30, 
2002 (Request for Review). 

See Request for Review. Section 54.71Y(c) ofthe Commission’s rules provides that any person aggrieved by an 2 

action taken by a division of the Administrator may seek review from the Commission. 47 C.F.R 5 54.7 IY(c). 

’ Letter from Schools and Libraries Division, Universal Service Administrative Company, to Gino Wilcox, 
Mescalero Apache School, dated July 1,2002 (Funding Commitment Decision Letter). 

Id, 

Letter from Ray Swinney, Mescalero Catholic School, to Schools and Libraries Division, Universal Service 
Administrative Company, tiled September 10, 2002 (Request for Administrator Review). 
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Decision on Appeal indicating that it would not consider Mescalero's appeal because it was 
received more than 60 days after the July 1,2002 Funding Commitment Decision Letter was 
issued.6 Mescalero subsequently filed the instant Request for Review with the Commission. 

3.  For requests seeking review of decisions issued on or after August 13,2001 under 
section 54.720(b) of the Commission's rules, any such appeal must be filed with the Commission 
or SLD within 60 days of the issuance of the decision that the party seeks to have reviewed? 
Documents are considered to be filed with the Commission only upon receipt8 Because the 
instant Request for Review was not filed within the requisite 60-day period, Mescalero's Request 
for Administrator Review, we affirm the Administrator's Decision on Appeal and deny the 
instant Request for Review. 

4. To the extent that Mescalero is requesting that we waive the 60-day deadline 
established in section 54.720(b) of the Commission's rules we deny that request as well! The 
Commission may waive any provision of its rules, but a request for waiver must be supported by 
a showing of good cause." Mescalero has not shown good cause for the untimely filing of its 
initial appeal. Mescalero states that it has been in a transition period from late June though 
August, moving its entire school district to a new school facility." Further, Mescalero states that 
much of the mailed received during that period of time was not delivered to the appropriate 
offices and that letter notifying the school of the non-funded status of its request for funding was 
not read until August 13, 2002.12 

5. We conclude that Mescalero has not demonstrated a sufficient basis for waiving the 
Commission's rules. Waiver is appropriate if special circumstances warrant a deviation from the 
general rule, and such deviation would better serve the public interest than strict adherence to the 
general rule.13 In requesting funds from the schools and libraries universal service support 
mechanism, the applicant has certain responsibilities. The applicant bears the burden of 
submitting its appeal to SLD within the established deadline if the applicant wishes its appeal to 
be considered on the merits. 

Letter from Schools and Libraries Division, Universal Service Administrative Company, to Ray Swinney, 6 

Mescalero Apache School, dated September 1 1, 2002 (Administrator's Decision on Appeal). 

' 47 C.F.R. 5 54.720(b). See Implemenfafion of lnlerim Filing Procedures for Filings of Requests for Review, 
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, Order, 11 FCC Rcd 339 (Com. Car. Bur. rel. 
Dec. 26,2001), as corrected by Implementation of Interim Filing Procedures for Filings of Requests for Review, 
Federal-Stale Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, Errata (Com. Car. Bur. rel. Dec. 28,2001 
and Jan. 4,2002). 

47 C.F.R. 5 1.7. 

See 47 C.F.R. 5 54.720(b) 

I o  See 47 C.F.R. $ 1.3. 

' I  Request for Review at 1 

'* Id. 

Northeas! Cellular Telephone Co. v. FCC, 897 F.2d 1164, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990). 
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6. The particular facts of this case do not rise to the level of special circumstances 
required for a deviation from the general rule. In light of the thousands of applications that SLD 
reviews and processes each year, it is administratively necessary to place on the applicant the 
responsibility of adhering strictly to its filing  deadline^.'^ In order for the program to work 
efficiently, the applicant must assume responsibility for timely submission of its appeal to SLD if 
it wishes its appeal to be considered on the merits. An applicant must take responsibility for the 
action or inaction of those employees, consultants and other representatives to whom it gives 
responsibility for submitting timely appeals of SLD funding decisions on its behalf. Here, 
Mescalero fails to present good cause as to why it could not timely file its appeal to SLD. We 
therefore find no basis for waiving the appeal filing deadline. 

7. ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED, pursuant to authority delegated under sections 
0.91,0.291, and 54.722(a) ofthe Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. §§ 0.91,0.291, and 54.722(a), 
that the Request for Review filed by Mescalero Apache School, Mescalero, New Mexico, on 
October 30,2002, and the request to waive the 60-day time limit in which to file an appeal ARE 
DENIED. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Mark G. Seifert 
Deputy Chief, Telecommunications Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 

l4 See Request for Review by Anderson School Staatsburg, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Changes 
to the Board ofDirectors of the National %change Carrier Association, File No. SLD-133664, CC Docket Nos. 96- 
45 and 97-21, Order, 15 FCC Rcd 25610 (Corn. Car. Bur. rel. Nov. 24, ZOOO), para. 8 (“In light ofthe thousands of 
applications that SLD reviews and processes each funding year, it is administratively necessary to place on the 
applicant the responsibility for understanding all relevant program rules and procedures.”). 
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Occlohcr 30, 2002 

i&tcr of Appml 
Fcdcrill Cominunications Commission 
Oliico orthe Seciwary 
445 12'" Strcct, S.W. 
W a s l h @ m ,  DC 20554 
PJX Nunibcr: (202)418-0187 
CC Dockct N o .  9fi-45 

Dcur Sir or Madam: 

'I'hc Mcscalcro Apachc School wishes to appcal iui e-rote fundins request ciecisioii. Tlic 
I h d i n g  Cornmitinctit Decision Letter rcccivcd by our school was dated July 10,2002. 
Wc had bccn in n trunsition licriod froui latc 3'unc through August, moving our ctiurc 
scliool district including all K-12 schools into a new school facility l oca ld  inwe than tcn 
miles From the previous sitc. Much of the mail received during that pcriod of lime was 
not dclivcrcd TU the appropriate ofiiccs. Thc Icttcr notifying the school oftllc non-fundcd 
stiitus ofour rcqucst lor fullding was not r a d  until August 13,2002. Th i s  WJS the first 
dny of school for our studalts atid thc studcot cnrollnient increased by niorc than 200 
students. All stafrwcrc working long hours just to gct furniture and books in appropriatc 
places for all students. We felt we should appcnl thc non-l'undud decision; nnd consultcd 
with our scrvicc providur for advice. Dcll has not hccn msponsive to our rcqucsts Tor 
more documcntrttion rcgxding equipment ordcrcd and the uses for SBIIIC. Wc do 
uadcrstand that tho initixl appcdl w.1~ sctit outsidc the sixly d i y  period (12 days over); 
hawcvcr, wc had bccn dclaycd by our attciiipts to obtain (Troni Dell) information which 
would make it clear that our cquipmcnl rcqucsts did indeed comply wilh shted yuidctincs 
and e- rm funding program intent. BCCC~USC of thc above ex tenuating circumstnnccs, 
which were exploiriccl in our initial appeal, we now Fccl it it? appmpi-iate to ask that thc 
Fcdcral Communications Commission cnlilias ~-espon$iblc for rc-considcrution of non- 
fundcd status c-rntu rcqucsts revicw our nppcal. 
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1. Provide your Contnct information. Please list nmics, addrcss, tclcplionc 
numbcr, l’ax mmbcr, and e-mail address (if Avuilablc) for the person who can 
most reirctily discuss this appcal. 

Contact: Ray Swinney 
Voicc: 505-464-4431 
Fax: 505-464-4822 
Email: rswinnrv(~~mrs~nlrro.?s.or~ 

Idciitify which SLD actio11 you are nppeding-Your Liter of Appeal must 
include the applicant nsune, the fonn 471 application numbcr, and thc Billcd 
Entity Nuinbcr from the top or your FCU Letter 

2. 

AppIicant Name: Mcscalem Apache School District 
Form 471 Application # 317139 
Billed Entity # 147230 

ldcntify the particular Funding Request Number, wheacvcr npplicuhlc, 
that is thc subjcct of your appeal. 

3. 

Funding Rgucrt # 838498 

4. Appeal 

Our appeal i s  baed upon deni.al ofrequested funding on grounds that, “Thc services 1 
product are not being used in accordance with program rulcs”. l l c  Funding 
Commitmcnl Daision Explanation is a vague statement and docs not fully cxplain 
why our entire 471 application was disrnisscd as incligiblc. Wc have contacted the 
SILD and have been unsucccssful in finding out spccifically why our ilpplicalion w a  
denied. The only conclusion we can draw is that thc SLD considcrcd thirty pcrccnt or 
morc of our scrviccs to Lc incligiblo. Tho Focus of  our appeal is to insure that wc arc 
using thcsc scrviccs in accordancc with SLD proprim rules. 

The CC Uockct No. YG-45 Schools and Librarics Eligiblu Services List, pages 2G, and 
27, swtion Titled “Scrvcrs” states that “A computcr or dcvicc that rnwagcs imtwoi-IC 
msourccs.. ..A network file server is conditionally eligible for discount. Eligiblc Iilc 
scrvcrr arc inrcndcd to serve a a condit for information wtha than, as s sourcc for 
contcnt.. ... Eligiblc scrvcrs niay bc used in the following cwpacities. 

Domain Namc scrvcrs 
E-mail Servers 
Terminal Server 
Web Saver.” 
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Also, according to tlic cligibilitics list, pagcs 16 and 28, “Bncltup cquiplncni, uscd in 
thc contcxt of data protection, such as a tapc backup systcrn” and ”Tapc Backup, 
including technologies such as QlC, DAT, 8mi11, DLT, AIT, and ADR” are a,ll 
cligiblc coniponcnts. Furthcnnorc, according to page 25 ,  “RND is a category ofdisk 
that cmploys two or more drives in combination for fault tolcrniicc and 
pcrfommcc.. ..RAID disk drivcs arc cligiblc only if U5Cd in an cligiblo compononi, 
Tor an cliciblc USC, such as in a scrvcr uscd for c-mail.” And. according to pagcs 16, 
17 and 29, “Battcry Bnckup, a battcry which providcs powcr to B unit or systcrn when 
main AC powcr fnils”.. .. “Unintcrruptcd Powcr Supply” arc cllgiblc and “Cabinets, 
an cnclosure for cquipmcnt, terminating cablcs, conncction dcviccs and/or 
wires.. ..Cabinets are eli,giblc if the contained equipment is cligiblc.” 

Wc constructed our 2001-2002 (Ycnr 5) 470 ,arid 471 fornis in compliancc with tho 
Solvices and Eligibilities List. ARer completing the 470 form and wa,iting through 
the 2s day grrzcc period, wc acccptcd Dell ar our service provider and began working 
with thcm on specifying what wc nccdcd for our new school network and to make 
surc cvcryrhing wns 3n cligiblc componcnt. We came to a conwnsuy lliit  for the type 
of nctwork wc wcrc wanting to construct. a nctwork thal would be hosting i ts  own 
email, wcbpagc, DI-ICP, md domain n.mc scrviccs, would need lo include several 
scrvcrs, n bockup systcm, and a sccurc cnvironmcnt Ibr our cq,uipmenl. Dell gave us 
a quotc of network cornponcnts that sotisficd our nccds ad complied with the cligiblc 
wrviccs list and wc altachcd this to our 471 form and subinittcd it within the proper 
time fixme. 

Dcll’y nctwork coinponcnt quotov have been included with this appeal. A total of ten 
scfvcm wcrc spccifiwl. According Lo Doll Quote # 74238915. eight Dell YowcrEdbv 
2550 were recommended. Dell  QUO^ # 74239183 reconiinends two PowcrEdgc 1550 
scrvers. Dell Quote # 73639720 recommends PowerEdge 4210 Cabinet. Dell Quotc 
;Y 74238408 rcconnncnds backup quipmmt such us DelllEMC Hard Disk A m y  
system and tape backup, uninterrupted powcr supplies/battcry backups, and fiber 
chairnel swilches. 

Thc PowcrEdpc servers consist of 1 .0 GB SDRAn Pcntium Ccntral Pmccssors 
Units, dual on board NICs and other technologies that arc cligiblc cornponcnts in 
uccordniicc to thc cligiblc scrviccs list. Furthcrmorc, a RAlD 1 systcm is installcd in 
cnch machine. l’hc Vcritas S A N ,  Powcr Suitc is simply n, part orthc backup syrtm 
that relates to some components of quote tf 74238408. Tlicsc nctwork dcviccs scrvcd 
our need for web and local email hosting, DHC,P, as well as domain nmie scrviccs. 

Thc PowcrEdgc 4210 Cabinct consists ofn f m c ,  doors, sidc panels and lucking 
moclianisms. Also, a monitor rrnd keyboard switchbox allowing a pcrson to switch 
between and view all servers with one output device wax recommended. which 
according to the “Monitor” smlion on p g e  22 of the eligible services list, is eligible 
il’uscd with M cligiblc componcnt. Additionally, tlirce cabinet rnounlcd 
unintcrriiptcd powcr supplies wcrc rccommmdcd to scrvc as a backup componcnl IO 
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u 
cnsurc our ncrvcra will continuc running if the loss of AC power should occur. These 
eligible services smved our need to house all the equipment in il secuw environment. 

Thc Dcll/EMC dcvicc is a backup system that consists of a hard drive PJAT~Y. This 
dcvi.ce scrves the same purpose of +I RAID systmi and allows data, through the URC of 
f i l m  channeling, to be replicated from the smm' hard drives to the Dell/EMC amy. 
This ensures data pmtcclion. Thc PowcrVault 136T is simply a tapc backup dtivc. 
In formation can be sent h m  ihe RAID hard drives to a tape. The eight port fiber 
channcl switch is a dcvicc allowing all scrvcrs, EMC arrays, and tape drives to 
communicatc via fibcr optic patch cablcs. "Pibcr optic wiring" and "Switchcs" arc 
eligible components @gs. 28,32). The 03% 2C.B Optical klBA with driver for W N  
2000 helps the servers communicate! with the fiber switch therefore allowing data io 
bc rapidly rcplicatcd to Ihc EMC -ID systcm mid thc tnpc backup syslcm. Thesc 
devices satisfy our neecl for data backup and protcction. 

Because the Funding Commitment Decision Explanation i s  vague, wc arc having a 
difficult time undmstandiiig why OUT request was iiot funded. We believe the design 
of  our nctwol-k ini"rmtruciurc coniplica with all regulations statL4 in the Schools and 
Librarics Eligiblc Scrviccs list. Wc arc cspccinlly frtistrntcd sincc wc arc awnrc thc 
cquipmcnt listcd in our application is thc samc os many othcr schools which did 
rccoiva o-rat0 cducational use funding. We! would, as stated, be most appreciative of 
FCC stafrovcrsight io, this proccss; as wc do kc l  our Nutivc hmcricnn sLud~mts 
dcscrvc the samc advantacs nfforclcd to othcr studcnts in otlw schools. 

5. Provide an authorized signature on your letter of appeal when you tile 
your appeal by mni) by express delivery service, by lrnnd delivery 
Service, or by facsimile. 

Mcscalero Apache School 
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TOTAL QUOTE AMOUNT: $72,7za.30 
Product Subtotal: $72,728.00 

Tax: moo 
Shipping B Handling: $0.00 

Shipplng Method: Ground Total Number of System Groups: 1 . 

BELL 
E Corn 

Date: 1116102 210:13 PM 

QUOTATION 

QUOTE # 7423891 5 

Customer # 11386117 

Quote Date: 1115102 

Customer Name: QUOTE DELI.. 

GROUP: 1 QUANTIT’(: 8 SYSfEM PRICE: 59,091.00 GROUP TOTAL: $72.728.00 
I 



rageLot;r 142389 15 

P IScrvlFs: 

TOTAL QUOTE AMOUNT: I $72,728.00( I 
Product subtotal: I $n,728.00 1 1 

t ~~ 

Shipping IL Handling: I $0.00 I I 
Shwping Method I Ground I Total Number of System Group: I 1 

SALES REP: I DEFAULT I PHONE: I 800-727-1100 
Email Address: 1 Detault@Dell.com PhMlQ EXt: 

For your convenience, your oplso rsprosentatlva. quota number and customer numbor have been 
included to provide you with faeter wrvlce whon you are ready to place your order. You may a180 
place your order online at .~~.&JJ..CPrp?!Quot@ 

This QUO~Q is subject to the terms of the agreement signed by you and Den. or absent such a g r w m e l  
Is subject to the applicable Dell w m s  and condltlons agreement. 

Pricw and tax rates are valid In the U.S. only and am 6ubj0-3 to change. 

All product and pricing information is baaed on latest information available. Subjact to change WlthOUt 
notice 01 obligation. 

LCD paneis in Dell product6 contain mercury, plosss dispone properfy. 
Please contact Dell Financial Saruiw' Asset Recovey Servkoo group tor EPA compllant disposal 
optbns at US~DFS~AssetRecovery~ll.com. Mlnirnum quantities may apply. 

* 



73639720 

TOTAL QUOTE AMOUNT: I $U,54.00 
Product Subtotat: I $8,644.00 

Tax: I 20.00 

c 

I 

I 

DELL QUOTA TION 

E Com 

Date: VWO2 2:10:13 PM 

QUOTE #: 73639720 
Customer #! 41396117 

Quote Data: 118102 

Cwstomer Name: QUOTE DELL 

Shipping 8 Handling: I $0.00 I I 
Shipping Method: I Special I Total Number of System aroups: I 1 

GROUP: 1 QUANTITY: 1 I SYSTEM PRICE: $8,422.00 GROUP TOTAL: $8,422.00 

SOFTWARE b ACCESSORES 1 
c 

Number of S & A  Items: 1 I Si;A TOW1 Amount $222.00 

file://C:\'T~MP\Qwrc%2073639720.NTMT, 1 /I 6/02 
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, ro7.u QUOTE AMOUNT. 

Product Subtotal: 
lax: 

Page 2 01 2 

$a,64u.o0 
$8,644.00 

so.00 

t Shippins & Handling: I s0,Oo I I 
Shipping Mothod. I Special I Total Number of System Qroupe: I 

SALES REP: I DEFAULT I PHONE: I 800-722-7400 
Email Address: I De(ault@Dall.com 

For your convenience, your 641lar ropresentative, quoto number and customer number have been 
included to provlde you with faster sowhe when you are ready to place your order. You may also 
place your order online at ~ & z a m f w A ~  
This quote is subject to the terms of thQ agreement signed by you and Dell, or absent such agmment. 
is subject to the applicable Dell terns and conditions a~rwment. 

Prices and tax rates am valid in the Y.S. only and alp oubjoct to change. 

Al l  product and pricing Information is based on latest informatbn available. SUbj.c! to chmgo wthout 
notice or obllgatlon. 

LCD panels 4n D ~ l l  products contain mercury, pleoso disposa properly. 
Please contact Dell Financial Services' Aeset Rocowry %wicos group for EPA compliant diapoDal 
options at U S _ D F S ~ e t R s c o v e r y ~ ~ l l . e o m .  Minimum quantitioa may apply. P 

c 



74239183 vagc I nt L 

DELL QUQTA TION 

E Corn 

Date: 1/15/02 2:10:12 PM 

QUOTE #: 74239183 

Customer # 113961 I? 

Quote bate: lltY02 

Customer Name: QUOTE DELL 

- TOTAL QUOTE AMOUNT: 1 $13,612.00~ I 
Product Subtotal: I $13,612.00 I 

t 
~~ 

Shipping 8 Handling: I $0.00 I I 
Shipping Mothod: I Qround I Total Number ot System ~ m u p s :  I 1 

OROUP: 1 QUARmTY: 2 SYSTEM PRICE: $5,806.00 I G R O W  TOTAL: $13,612.00 
I 

c 

liIr://C:\TEMP\Qwte%2074239183.HTML I116 

d60:tO E O  uoyaudasyuyupti SI * d  Z i ? 8 C t 9 f S O S  

io2 
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74239153 

/ 

. 
TOTAL QUOTE AMOUNT: 913,512.00 

Product SubtOMl: 913,612.00 
Tax: . 50.00 

Shlpplng & Handling: $0.00 
r 

Shipping Method: Ground 1 Total Number of System Groups: I 

Page 2 of2 

44 

SALES R E P  1 DEFAULT I PHONE: 1800-127-1100 
Email AddmBS: I DefaUlt@O~ll.Mm mone~xt:  I I 

For your convenienw, your emlea ropreeentativs, quote number and customer number have boon 
includcd to provido you with faator wrvico when you are ready to place your order. You may *IS0 
place your order online at wvw.dall.cpm/quote 

This quote is subject to the terms of the agreement sipned by you and Dell, or absent such agreement. 
is subject to the applicable Dell tsrms and conditions agnomsnt. 

Pricw and tax rates are valid in tho U.S. only and are subjeat to change. 

All  product and pricing lnfarmatlon la based on latest Informatton avaiIaMe. Subject to change without 

LCD panels in Dell product6 contain morcury, please dlspoae properly. 
Pieme contact Dell Finanoial Services' Ascot Rocwvery Sclwicsa group for €PA compliant dM.pawI 
onlions at US_DFS_AoastRacovey~~ll.aom. Minimum quantities may apply. 

~1 notice orobligatbn. 

c 

file://C:\TEMP\Quotc%2074239183.HTML 

91 * d  Z Z 8 t C 9 f S O S  



h 

DELL 

Date: 12JCllOI 

74238408 Execu?ive Summary 

Customer #: 4303291 
Quote Date: 01118/2002 

Customer Name: FPS Systems 

**This Prelirninxy Quolation is for iaformton and btidgol analysis only & is svbjacl 
to vdlicalion and changc bascd upon validrttion ofthe proposed co&u*irlion and othcr 
factors** 

DELL 
E Com 

h 

Daw l l lM02 2:lOOS PM 

QUOTATION 
QUOTE X: 74238408 

Customer #: 11396117 
Quote Date: 1115102 

Customer Name: QUOTE DELL 

c 

aaettstsos 





I I I 

C. 

1 I 
I 1 I 

c I s U W .  "..".. ... R 

I I 

ZZBCCSCSOS 





c 

I-, Shipping 8 Handling: I $0.00 1 1 
Shipping Method: I Speelpr I TOW Number of Systsm ( 5 ~ ~ 1 p 8 :  I 13 

I PHONE I8004’27-11M) SALES REP: I DEFAULT 
Emall Address: 1 OefaulWelkom PhoneExt: I 

Z Z B t t S f S O S  
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Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Libraries Division 

Administrator’s Deffsion on Appeal 
Soptcmbcr 11,2002 

Ray Swinney, Superintendent 
Mcscalcro Apache School District 
P.O. Box 230 
210 Central Mcscalcro Avc 
Mcscalero, New Mexico 88340 

Re: Application Numbcr: 317139 

Date of Issuanw. nf .CBjection Tatter 
Postcard Notificatioflunding 
Commitmcnt Lcttcr): 07/01/2002 

Funding Year: 2002-2003 
- 

Datc Appeal Reocived 09/10/2002 

Our records show that your appcal was rcccivcd morc thm 60 days aftcr thc date your 
Form 471 Ccrtification-Rcjection Letter was issucd (see dates abovc). Thc Fcdcral 
Communications Commission (FCC) rules raqvirc applicants to submit appeals so 
USAC/SLD receives them within 60 duyy of the &e thul the relevant Funding 
Commitment Decision Leiler was issued. (See “Appeals Procedure’’ a1 
i i ~ : / /www.s l , r t1 i i versd~snv ice .or ,~re f~~e1 ice /A~pe~~~P~cedur~~~4 .~~p  ) The FCC rules 
i o  not permit the SLD to considcr your appcal. If you wish 10 continue this process. you 
may submit a ncw appeal via the United States Postal Service, stating thc impediment to 
your filing your appeal within the original time, to the FCC at the following address: 

Federal Comrnuniwtiona Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

- .__ .- - - - 
If you Ne submitling yuur appeal lo Ihc FCC by mcnns othcr than the United States 
Portal Service, chock thc SLD wcb sitc for morc information. Plcrse reference CC 
Dockct Nos. 96-45 and 97-21 on the first paEe of your appeal. The FCC must 
RECEIVE your appeal WITHIN 60 DAYS OF THE ABOVF DATE ON THIS 
LETTER for your appeal to be considered filed in a timely fashion. Further 
information and new options for filing an appeal dircctly with thc FCC can be round in 
the “Appeals Pmcdurc” posted in the Refmncc Arca of thc SLD wcb sit% 
www.sl.univcrsalscrvice.o~,or . .. . ., by contacting the Client Service Bureau at 1-(888)-203- 
8100. 

Schools and Libides Division 
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Lcttcr of Appcal 
Schools aid Library's Division 
Box 125-Corrispondsncc Unit 
80 South Jcffcrson Road 
Wipl~any, NJ 07981 
Fax Number: (973) 599-6542 

Dear Sir or Ma.diuii: 

TIN Mcscalcro Apache Sc l i a~ l  wishcs to appeal B funding rcqucst dccision. Thc Funding 
Commilincnl Dccision Lcticr rcccived was dated July, 1 2002. Bccausc wc haw bccn in 
a transition pcriad this suniiiier, inwing our tuiire school district including all K-12 
schools into anew school facility, the letter was not rcad until August 2002. At that 
point, wc dccidcd that we wluitcd to appeal and thcreforc consultcd with our Ycrvicc 
providcr for advicc. 1 undcrstand lhal this amwill i s  being sent outside the sixty day 
I-mriod (12 days over). Under the circumstanccs, wc would appreciate the effort to still 
consider rcvicwing our appeal. 

1. Provide your Contact information. Plcnsc list norncs, urldrcss, tclophone 
numbcr. Tax nuinher, and e-mail addrcss (if Avnilablc) Tor the person who can 
mosr readily discuss this appeal. 

Contact: Ray Swinney 
Voice: 505-464-4433 

Emuil: I.swfiIncy(n:,mcscnleroris.ore 
Identify wliich SLD action you are eppediny-Your Letter ofAppca1 must 
includc thc applicml name. the form 471 application numbcr, and h e  Billed 
Entity Numbcr liom the top of yo~ir FCII Lcttcr 

Fax: 505-464-4822 

2. 
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v Applicant Namc: Mcscalcro Apachc School District 
Fonn 471 Application # 317139 
B i h l  Entity # 147230 

ldcntify thc particular Funding Request Number, whenever applicable, 
that is the subject of your appeal. 

3. 

Funding Rcqucst ## 830498 

4. Appeal 

Our appcal is bascd upon thc dcnial that, “Tho services /product are not being used in 
accordance with program rules”. Your School and Scrviccs Eligibilities Lisl, pages 
26, and 27. scction Titlcd “Scrvcrs” sktcs that “A computer or devicc that mrnngcs 
network resouivs.. ..A network filc scrvcr is conditionally elisible for discount. 
Eligible file servers we intended to servc as n conduit for information rather than as a 
source for content., ... Eligible sewers may bc uscd in thc following capacities. 

Domain Name Servers 
E-mail Servers 
Tcnninal Server 
Wcb Scrvcr.” 

The above listing ofcligibilitics is uxacily how we are using the servcrs. Thc S C ~ V C ~ S  
are and will be high spced Conduits for thc cxchange oreducational information 
between Teachers-Teachers, and Tcmhcr -Student and vice vena. We never 
intcndod to use the servers for any othcr purpose. 

Because the Funding Comrnitmcnt Dccision Explanation is vague, we ore having a 
di l lkul l  time undcrshnding why our request was not hndcd. 

is. Provide an authorized signature on your iettcr of npposl when yon file 
your appeal hy mail, by express delivery service, by hand delivery 
Service. or by facsimile. 

Ray Swinncy 
Superintendant 
Mcscalero Apache School 

.. 
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b. USAC Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Librrrics Division 

(Bunding Year 2002: 07/01/2002 - 06/30/2003) 
July 1, 2002 

MESCALER0 APACHE SCHOOL DIST. 
PO BOX 230 216 OLD MESCALER0 BLWJ. 
MESCALmO, NM 88340 
G i n 0  Wilcox 

R.: rem 471 applicatioa numbor: 317239 
Runding Year 2002: 07/01 2002 - OS/SO/2003 

Applieant'a %om SdentlPier: 471-3 
sii1.d mtit  n ~ b e r :  14 4 230 

Thank you f o r  your Funding Yarr 2002 E-rat. a p l i ca t  
i s  t o  arlvis. you of our decis ionfs) .  
F0M;INC COMMITMENT REPORT 

prwidcd thrcughsut o w  revrew. We have conp E eted r 
Dn and 
view of 

or any a 
Your For 

i tance you 
71. This l e t t e r  

On L%n pa.08 following t h i s  lutkor,  we have 

SU, ia ~ l s o  sanding this infomation to your service 
be made t o  began amplcun&ntlng your E- ra te  discount(s) 
Xmmedu;diatsly preceding the Bundmg 

,- 

L, the Form 171 a Zicrrion ci ted above. We have 
on your Porm 4 F 1 application and have a w l  
8l.ock 5 .  The enclosed repcr t  include@ a l%t of t h e  

each line o f  the Raport. 
NEXT STEPS 

FILE FORM 486. 
of your raquaats have been funded, 
featured i n  this Letter w i l l  be t o  
not i faes  the SLD to begin payment t o  your service provider an 
Indiaation that 
Plan Approvar. {he Form 486 and metruct ions and $Ea l i s t  of  SLD ce r t i f i ed  Technology 
Plan A rovcra can be found on the 8LD web site a t  ~www.sl.uniVersalssrvLce.org~ or you 
oan d?f the SLD Cl ient  Service Bureau at 1-888-203-8100 and ask that the form be sent 
to you. 
Fnrm 486 will be returned t o  you and will n o t  be able t o  be proceesad. 
Form 486, you should also contact your nervlce provider t o  veriEy t h e y  have received 
notice froffl the  SLD of your funding comnllnent8. 
wo CM process invoices €or services t h a t  have been provided t o  you. 
D W L X N E  FOR FORM 486. 
Decision Letter, whlchevrr i n  later. 
thois two datea,  the da te  120 days before the  Forffl 486 poetnark date will become the  
s t a r t  date fo r  di8coUItcd ~mwlcos.  If the service s t a r t  date i r  moved,  your funding 
conmitment may be reduced. 
your forrn(s). 

Once you have reviewed this l e t t e r  and have determined t h a t  some or a l l  
our next etep t o  f a c i l i t a t e  receipt  of discounts as 
i l e  m PCC Porn 486 with he S L D .  Y (4 The Form 486 

provide6 ce r t i f i ed  
our technology plan(s) has been a roved by an SLD c e r t i f i e d  Technology 

"he Porn 486 date(! Jul  , 2001 I n  the  lower rl h t  comer NUST be used for Funding 
Year 2002 ana f o r  any prevrous $unding Subniee 4 ons of e a r l i e r  vorsions of tho 

Date featurod on tho Born 486 or wrthrn 8 0  days of the da t e  of x e Eundin COnIIEitnIEnt 

ears .  
As you COmplate 

After t h o  SLD procassea y w r  Form 486, 

oatmarked w i t h h  120 da s of t h e  Service S tar t  Fom 486 nuat,bo 
If t h e  Form 486 i r  postmarked after fhe l a t e r  of 

You a r e  advised t o  keep proof of the date  of mailing of 
6 

~~ . .  . -.-.-..-_-,--.-.-_.-.-.--_. .. . . . .. ... . . 

Box 125 Corraapoodcncc Unit. 80 South JdFwron Rood. Whippany. N W  JCrrcy. 07981 
Viait u# online at: h r r p : : ; w w u a f . ~ r ~ a l s a ~ i ~ . o ? ~  
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2 (AP LICANT) or P W  474 (S V I  P OVIDERL; After a Porn 486 has been , ' i k E e 2 ~ &  d e  s1.0 must receive an F E  nvo ce f rom a i  e r  the a l icant  q r  t h e  service 
fo ador m o d e r  t o  make paymanta f o r  ap roved discounts on el&le mrvaces. Form 

cant ~e w.wament ( o m  i 6  f i l e d  by t he  appl icant i  
!72!'Efl& Fom , Seevice Entity Prov ApPti er Invo il ce Form, i s  89% & &e service provider. 
NIFW DEADLINES FOR XNVOICES. 

whichever is later. 
Invoices must be Ostmarked within 90 da s of t he  l a s t  date t o  rocoivo sowace o r  within 90 day? of the dafe of the Form 486 Noti f i ca t ion  e t t e r ,  

If an mvoice i s  postmarked a f t e r  the l a te r  of those two &ate*, 
payaont w i l l  be denied. 
TO hPPEAL THESE FUNDXNG COMMITMENT DECISIONS 

&cats8 i n  t h i s  l e t t e r ,  s ON (Srn W I T H Z I P  60 DAYS 
If you wish t o  a aL t he  Fundin Cormnitnent D e C ' E  n 8 

8B THE%VE DlrTR! ON THIS LETTER 
automatic disainsal  of your appeil. 
our il ea1 must% RECEIVED BY %E SCHOOLS hND h $ h h & S ( 8 ? 8 ~  h"b' .. Failure t o  meet t h i a  rqu i rement  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  

In your l e t t e r  of appeal: 
L-.. 

1. Include the  name, address, t e l e  hone number, fax  nmbcr, and s - n a i l  address 
(if available) for t he  person wffo can most readi ly  discuss this appeal with us.  

2. Sta ta  outr ight  t h a t  your l a t t e r  I s  an ap fml. 
appealing. Decision tetter. Your f e t t e r  08 a ea f must a160 include the a lacant  m e ,  the  prm 471 Applrcatlon Number, and ti3 Billed E n t i t y  Nunber from E e  top  01 your FCD 

Identify which 53 Letter  you are 
Indicate t h  releva t fund ng year and, the da te  of the Funding conmltment 

efter. 
3 .  

4. Provide an authorized signature on your l e t t e r  of appeal. 
u appea per please end you ap ea1 t o :  Letter of Appeal, if;tgf E?vffiio hotnl% - &arras on%ence Un t 0 South Jefferson Rood, f yo are s Q Y  c 00 6 and 

p$gany, NJ%f,., ABditionaP'options for  filing 9" appba?c; 'be found kr the 
c L n t  Service Bureau. 

a18 Procadure posted i n  the Roforencs rea o the SLJJ we8 s a t e  or  by ca l l ing  t h e  

i l e  we encourage y t o  resolve our ti pes1 with the  SLD first, you have the 0 t ion 9 frlmg nn appeal 8 l r c c t l y  w i t h  {he F&al Conaunicationa Ccnmissaon (FCC) 
should re fe r  t o  c Docket NOS 96-45 and 97-21 on the  f u - a t  pa e o f  our a a i l  t o  U e  
PCC Your a pea$ must be REChIVED,BY THE FCC WITHIN 60 RAYS OF THE + Ep ON "HIS 
LETTER. Pai!ure t o  meet th&s rcqukroment w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  automatic d smissa of our 
appeal. Further mformation and options f o r  fih? an appeal dire tl w i t h  the 5CC can 
by calling t he  Client service Bureau. We styong y recommend tpt you,uce e i t he r  the 

!oU 

be found a,n the "Appeals Proca4ure' posted i n  t e eferonce Area o E X  t e SLD web s i t e  or 
e-nail  o r  fax f i l ing options because of contanu d subs tan t ia l  s lays  m mail delivery 

i-r 

FCDL/schoola and L&rarzex Division/USAC Page 2 of 6 07/01/2002 - 
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L 
t o  the PCC. If ou a r t  submitt i  g our appeal V i a  United States  Pontal Service, am6 t o ,  
BCC, Office of d e  Secretary, 449 13th strsst SW, Washington, DC Z055C. 

NQTICE ON RULES AND BUNDS RVRILABILITY 
A pl icants '  r sce i  t of funding c mi sta tutory r equ l&wy,  , and proc.8ura~repurrenenta  09 the  universal  aervzce mechanisms 
for +choois and rbrar res .  FCC Form 471 ApplaCantn who hove reCeLVsd funding commitments 
contanuv t o  bs s j o c t  t o  audit and other revasws that SLD o r  the Federal Co un catLon8 
Comnisslon may u 3 a r t a k t  #eriedfeally t o  nssure that fund8 have been eommittc%)Dani are 
being,used in accordance i t h  all such ro  uiremonts. If the  SLD subsequent1 determiner 
t h a t  rts commitment wa8 srronsouply issue8 due t o  action or inaction,  zncludxn but not 
limited t o  that by SLP, the  Appllcantd or Service Provider, and t h a t  the  act io8 o r  

t o  col1dct erraneaurly aisbufisec~ fends 
affected by the  a v a i l r b i l i t  contz$buting teleconuaunicatLns companies , 

ont6 , iS  contin ent  on t h e i r  complience w i t h  a11 

m accordance with such r u i  ementa, SLD ma be rlquirad to cancel 

C and the BCC) may ursue nforesment actrons and owec means of recourue 
connitmmts and seek repa me% o i  any,funda d d u r  ed not me SLD, atad oxher appropraate authorrtfcr (mckJding but  not 

he timing o f  payrnrnz o f  mvo'oee ma also be 

n accordance 
irements. 

of funds Ihwd on t e amount o unds col .hcted Prom 

We look forward t o  continuing our work w i t h  y w  on connecting our schools a d  libraries 
through advanced telecommunications services .  

Sincerely, 

Schools nd L r a r i  s D vinion mivarsaf  ServiPce abministrative company 

- 
\-, FCDLpchools and Librar ies  Division/USAC Page 3 o f  6 
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b" A GUIDE TO THE FUNDING COMMITMENT REPWT 
Attached t o  t h i s  l e t t e r  w i l l  be a report  f o r  each E-rate funding raquest from your 
application. We a re  providang t h e  followzng def in i t ions .  
FUNDING REQUEST NUMBER 
Block S Of your Form 47f once 8n 8ppd.tiOII has been p r o c e s s d .  
t o  r e  o r t  t o  A l icants  and Sewioo Providers the  status of mdivihuel  discount funding 
requei ts  submi&d on a Pow 471. 

FRN): A Fundrn Repuest Number i s  a s s i  nod by tho  SLD t o  each 
i s  hmber as used 

WMRING STARTS: 
or As Yet Unfunded. 

SacQ FRN w i l l  have one o f  three def in i t ions :  "Funded," "Not Fundad," 

1. An BRN t ha t  is "RuLcIef" w i l l  be a provad e t  t h8 , l eve l  t h 8  
%&&tad unless the  SLD determums durang tho application review process t h a t  
soma mdjustmsnt is appropriate. 

determined i s  
ro r i 8 t e  f o r  t h a t  tea .  The,&ding, lwel  will gene rah t% t h e  l eve l  

2 .  An BRN t h a t  i s  "Not Funded" i s  one for which no funds w i l l  be Fomnitted. 
reason fok t h e  dseiuien Will be b r i e f l y  leined i n  the Fundrn Commitment 
~+ing*Commitmnt Decis on 
f u % d f ~ a v a i f a b l e  f o r  thas Fundin 

The 

Not Funded' beGaU8 
cision and ampl~f i ca t l cn  of that e% p a t i o n  may be ofjiered b thq section,  

1anatioR.fi" An pIuv may be 
met. o m  no t  camp i y wa tR g y r a m  tules, or because the  t o t a l  amount of  

Y ar w 0 0  insuf f ic ien t  t o  fund a l l  requests. 
3. 

SERVIC S ORDERED: The type o f  service oHerad Erom t h e  Bemice provider, a s  $noun on 

U i V ~ & m l  Service Admtnietrative Corppany t o  sgrvice provrders rssklng payment from 
&e Unrversal Service FUM far aztrerpstuz 8 y t he  universal  service  support 
mechanism*. e ivery o f  ecrviccs and t o  arrange f o r  
payment. 
SERVSCE PROVIDER NAMEt The legal name of the service  provider. 
CONTk&CT NUMBER1 T h e  number of the contract  be ween the e l i g i b l e  par ty  and tho 

-. Form 4 ? 1. - SPIN Service Provider ?dentiSication Number): A,unique number asslgnad by t h e  

A SPIN is also use8 t o  ver i fy  

# e r ~ i C e  provider. mir w i l l  be pre6ent only i 2 P cont r ic t  number was provided on 
o m  471. 

E L ING A CWNT W B W :  The account nuqb r that your service  provider has established vi& you $or b i l l ing  Thim wilf be present only i f  a B i l l i n g  Accaunt Number 
was provided on Born El. rposes. 

EbRLIEST POSSIBLE EFBECTIVB DATE 09 DISC T: Tho f i r e t  oss ib le  date  of service f o r  
whrch the SLD w i l l  reuaburse servico provi O Y  era for the d!scounts f o r  the  mervrce. 
C NTRACT EXPIRATION DATE: The date the contract  ucp ea, This w i l l  be present only 
i P 8 contr8ct expiration date  was provided on Form 151. 

ITE DENTIBIER: The &hti ty  fi""""' p a t e d  in Forn,,471 Block 5 ,  Item 228 w i l l  be 
L e i .   his will appear on y for  s i t e  spec i f ic  nfis. 
ANNU L PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIGIBLE RECV 
of rewrrlng sorvics provided In the fundng year. 
ANNUAL PRB-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIG38LE NON.RENRRIWO CHARGES; A M U r l  e l i g i b l e  
non-recurring charges approved for t he  funding year. 
PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT:,hmount in Porn 471, Block 5 ,  Xtan 23, Column I, as detormmed 
through the applicatzon review process. 

TNG CH4RGEJ: E l i  ib le  month1 nonths 
pce-%iscount mount approved for rocurrln c RE' orgem multiplied & number of? 

CI 
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DISCOUNT PERCENTAGE APPROVED BY THE SLD: This is the discount rate that the SLb has 
approved fer thrs s e t w c e .  
IFWING COMMXTMENT.DECISION: This reprosent6 the tota l  amount of fundin 
haa roasrvod t o  r zm urse service providers f o r  
service for .  t ~ 5  fun8ing 
:?%iscounts on y for slagable, approved ssrvaces actua y rsndor.8. 

that , the SLD 
e approve daacounts ?or thut 

I t  i s  j y r t a n t  %t. yair 2 &e service rovider 
recognize pat the Si!8%hoieuld be I n  oiceQ and the may dir CL dis~ursement 

AUNDINC COMMIPENT DECISI XPWATION: This entry m y  amplify the connontr in the 
Funding C o r n  M s n t  Docis PR on aroa. 

I 
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.... . 

Form,471 A plication Nun er.  317139 
Fundmg R$uest Numberr @98 
Services rdwed: Interncr Comectionc 
SPIN; 243004340 Sdrvicd ProviLIcr Name: DelL Harketing 
Contract Nunbcr: N A 
B i l l i n g  AcCOWt. NuXber: (505 464-4897 
Errliert Pos?&ble Effective hate of Discount I 07/01/2002 
Contract arcrtion Date: 09/30/2002 
Site  Iben%ierr 99732 
Annual Pro-diecount Amount f o r  Eligible  RoNCring Char ea: S.00  
Annual Pre-discount Amount fo r  Eligible Won-recurring 8hirgea : $289,698.00 

D L E c o U n t  Peroenta e & rovecI Fun ing conungtmenf DePLion! $tl.8Y-S%lY/2ble usc(s) 
Burti% Commitment Decision e x p l y t i o n !  &e service/prcduct rqucsted i s  n 
used 

Punaing StatusI Not Bund4 

P ~ C - D l 8 C O W t  AnOUnt! 6289,698.00 

accordance with program N 06.  

- 
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